event of interference with the leadership of the movement. A
body which passes a resolution in such terms is hardly entitled
to disclaim responsibility for any events that follow it. There
is evidence that you and your friends expected this policy to
lead to violence; and that you were prepared to condone it;
and that the violence that ensued formed part of a concerted
plan, conceived long before the arrest of Congress leaders. The
general nature of the case against the Congress has been
publicly stated by the Home Member in his speech in the Central
legislative Assembly on the 15th September last, and if you
need further information I would refer you to it. I enclose a
complete copy in case the press versions that you must have
seen were not sufficient. I need only add that all the mass of
evidence that has come to light has confirmed the conclusions
then reached. I have ample information that the campaign of
sabotage has been conducted under secret instructions, circulated
in the name of the A. LC. C.; that well-known Congressmen
have organized and freely taken part in acts of violence and
murder; and that even now an underground Congress organiza-
tion exists in which, among others, the wife of a member of
*tfte Congress Working Committee plays a prominent part, and
which is actively engaged in planning the bomb outrages and
other acts of terrorism that have disgusted the whole country.
If we do not act on all this information or make it publicly
known it is because the time is not yet ripe; but you may rest
assured that the charges against the Congress will have to be
met sooner or later and it will then be for you and your
colleagues to clear yourselves before the world if you can. And
if in the meanwhile you yourself, by any action such as you
now appear to be contemplating, attempt to find an easy way
^t, the judgement will go against you by default.
I have read with surprise your statement that the principle
of civil disobedience is implicitly conceded in the Delhi Settle-
ment of the 5th March 1931 which you refer to as the "Gandhi-
Irwin Pact". I have again looked at the document. Its basis was
that civil disobedience would be "effectively discontinued" and
that certain "reciprocal action" would be taken by Government.
It was inherent in such a document that it should take notice
the existence of civil disobedience. But I can find nothing
it to suggest that civil disobedience was recognized as being
in any circumstances legitimate. And I cannot make it too plain
that it is not so regarded by my Government.
To accept the point of view which you put forward would
be to concede that the authorized government of the country,
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